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Gomments in Response to Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
yle Docket No. 04-233

e | submit the following commaents in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking (the
2 RM") released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233, 2008 12
LAl 3 D 2. ue

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of

qm‘_’oposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so — and must not be adopted.

(1) The £CC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to.take agvice from

< people who do not share their values. The NPRM'’s proposed advisory board proposals would impdse such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,

particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements wouid do so — even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery

mandates on any religion,

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency — and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automaticalty barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themseives would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5} Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks — and curtailed service is contrary to the

public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.

A A5 0f

Date

Signature
pO Bogz /5 5 /4 SEDﬂLETK/ F787

?p@gﬂ 7 /E . %/WEL(, Address
Name 7(05’ 52/6’ 0-)7/55"

Phone

Title (if any) A

.!v...- i. g“. }_,3 =3 _p—,—_:‘_ﬁ!_,i

List £2BCDE

Organization (if any)



DGEKET FILE CCPY ORIGINAK) £0/5c0mpTen

Comments in Response to Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking Max 7 ) 2008
MB Docket No. 04-233 Faderal Cons .
eueral Cominur satons Coeys AR
el e Soprpt
| submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed %u‘fé)}n*ﬁkﬁélﬂﬁe
“NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so — and must not be adopted.

{1 The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so — even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properiy dictated by any government agency — and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks — and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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Comments in Response to FCC: Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
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| have been the the radio industry for 30 years. | have many problem with respect to the Localism
Proposed Rulemaking.

I submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed
Rulemaking (the “NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A
number of proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so — and must not be adopted.

{1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take
advice from people who do not share their values. The NFRM's proposed advisory board
proposals would impose such unconstitutional mandates. The First Amendment prohibits
government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster, particularly a
religious broadcaster, must present. What political issues will this advisory board impose on the
on the broadcaster.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and
everyone has rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so —even ifa
broadcaster conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of
message delivery mandates on any media.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information.
The choice of programming, especially special programming, is not properly dictated by any
government agency ~ and proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what
programs would intrude on constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees
would be automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed
mandatory special renewal review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners
themseives would amount to coercion of educational and religious broadcasters. Those who stay
true to their consciences and present only the messages they comespond to their beliefs could
face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

{5) Many NEC broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smalter market
secular stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission
proposes to further squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs
in two ways: (a) by requiring staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further
restricting main studio location cheices. Many NEC stations have spent thousand of dollars for
unattended operation equipment as well as EAS Systems. The commission is relying on the
latest technology for a new Digital EAS system. However it is not ailowing the broadcast to use
the same for unattended operation. This is very unfair to say the least. Raising costs with these
proposals would force service cutbacks — and curtailed service is contrary to the public interest.

(6)

The commission should force major aperators to reduce the nurnber of stations in a market.
Force the major BIG Signal Stations to reduce operating power levels. This would allow more
local station to serve the market.

(7)
| urge the FCC, Congress and the Senate not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed
above.

o of Copres racd ( .
List ABCDE



e s MY PN
DGEKET FiLe WUFT I

25,February, 2008
naeeds apple ' '
? 74 Date
Signature
24 Maple Court
Francis F. Lapple Bay Shore, NY 11706-8726
Name Address

631-968-6358
Phone



P! nts Qespg/mw b (PEEKEL S T YRRBACCER TER

pulrpabing mb Dicket No o 235 10 20
s

| )MbWt'i,{ fh{/ LD UMM %‘VWVT)”*; |Y %‘_(VE 1. gp( L“f Stif
f\,('{& “[ ?m% fz‘{ M/ff()LIIfJ), ,,H( W f’lfgn/l F/(_H(,J J(jr} /,Lf* }"‘(4;';(_"!‘,5?
o Mb dicke f N0 0225

Ay v FCCruleS, policies or gudedupes ws b net fm Moo
fmmepdimen t aghts. A number of propasuls ucwm N VN SR

”1 ﬂyiffa('k‘ LUUMU do so- aV[J /W,(s’f r’m{/ bt u(zé”ff'd»

ke BOC mpshaot b @ de stabums copecial ff el
% quw}rrj 47 l’l)ﬁa qdu(,e frrnn P(()Pf wite de et sharg vl
Wit valuts The NPRmM? praﬁ:fud J(LISZV"/ Do PITREC S
mprw Mah umwm]Lrﬁt mul wmdﬂ 7S “";’5“,5 ;f;;;{,ﬂﬁesfgffﬁ.
SN (CTR l’c«tltig(’ Argyn 1hise whi L‘( Ml 3l V{f( Ther ve b ds (o d

S

(e ”’?Cf'ﬂfﬂkd Warq (Simt i ’f (UFH!/ l[{ 115 s Lodiien i
*Z‘f Chpcsing ) I Bl teir pwr) MSCIese  catnry 4l
(i cth‘mg thir Mm (it m’z"q" e i Foore g

e ?@WammMJ The Tirst Anpnendemt proh it fhm,,m,m+
"‘ffWJ”’?{l he F0C, bpna daictatiig 1 wha Viel/ e o bevdcas i
) "MHHMM at FC“‘} it picadeg (Rer musk prosent
(ZJ" e JF(C ”’WﬂL r)p‘f' Al ri (“ufr{ i J[-(jr ff‘:fﬁd*“i sz ([ ‘J[gc.-
’iu um where EUErY e qud ) ny e ha f”“/j”f t ;;if'%:"i?}*_
FcSt Puth Qicess rm[gfzrpwmfj woul L4 JL S - et i f
‘1 religuou s boadeastey gLt en fosly CbJC’CT‘ T Hhe wpessa
e \Frd’ Fhwn?ma’mmﬂ {Z I,,Jg M pPos +5}) ("‘,Sﬁ)f‘](" df(‘”".{ﬁ/
mamaffs e Gy celiGien. |



(=) Tie T eC midt it Qe (et lation (1 spect e e drpul
dEC 150 0n - M P—H-w " forma Flon e "‘70"" ot pic rimming

peciatly celigious proqramminy, s aot pepesty g fa i, o
{ LUKMMTH’J (MCMM{ q,//d y)rwasu}s h‘ {(rcc rep f\%-»,:;.:_‘, SARENT

gl as wh proaticed what Py dould wbrade o

it utons iy protecbed odiborial dherces

W e TCC st aet establish o e e d enva |l
C Wl et censees wanld b8 atoniabically piprid
G T | applica figr pvecessiad The a,@:m;t._l HH}WVM}
Weci | renvun ] reyiaw of Gelain clusseb o4 spbeank o o
i,mm sseoners temse eSS w1 b amendt (ot of el
sneidcackrs Thel win H&% bt o therr anseion Sr ]
llf}ﬁﬂ% (,Vl! he Wifﬂ&q,(S rL( uwrwud B i oot Foorenitt
el 10Ny ey pra sive cch po ufa(,u WAL reneed ! i MJM.&_ "

;}:: ”Ut : btfﬁlﬁfqm bJ/Z')Q d("ad/l\ "1‘ 1[[' oh ]Lfa}i [Jm Cy( %3 Lol g
tooad {‘ phla i
SR makkt)f st lir stotiong K((Pi ny e et ,+L/ I I-.

i b -
Ctriil 4 C{{ gL ijr e G 1530 () r‘fé’ﬂ(s{,( gt her
’/t btb“‘! )'V]U!!t;/ Wykﬁf fb{ll Lu ‘»Fr( {

N 5 12 'lfo Z Fis iy

e \1’< in TW[) V\,’U"[«g [ ) ['7[{ rfC{M AMUNE IL’(H' pf@wuf’ N G ‘_’_Jl;(_g L
s Ah gir qud (9, Dy A ther restric b G i e Vo
CHpCe R (s g (’GSJ(‘S it hrse open s R

S W(,‘/L.J Fiyee ORI

iu*{'bu{,‘kg and u,{r"fﬂlff(l _?ff'U(Q, f.f» (¢W fmrn the Pubrlte nleieet
WO Wt the T net 0 chpf

i s

Sfeairis

o ;")N,‘\

TS discusitd
uUf)Ut

}M% /i“”% z/zo/cq

dudley ¥ St 200 Ediar AU

matloon, 1L s 28
(217) 225 ¢85 ¢



MAILEp

F
Comments in Response to Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking EB 2 9 20[]3

MB Docket No. 04-233
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I submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking (the
“NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so ~ and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM'’s proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

2) The FCC must not tum every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so — even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

3 The FCC must not force revelation of specific editarial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially refigious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency — and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences andg present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks — and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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